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The opinion in support of the decision being entered
today (1) was not witten for publication in a | aw
journal and (2) is not binding precedent of the
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ON BRI EF

Bef ore HAI RSTON, KRASS, and HECKER, Adninistrative Patent
Judges.

HAI RSTON, Adnini strative Patent Judge.

DECI S| ON ON APPEAL

This is an appeal fromthe final rejection of clains 1
and 2. Caim3 is objected to as bei ng dependent upon a

rejected base claim but would be allowable if rewitten in

! Application for patent filed July 29, 1994.
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i ndependent formincluding all of the limtations of the base
cl ai mand any intervening cl ai ns.

The di sclosed invention relates to a conputed tonography
I magi ng systemthat uses a two-di nensional array of detector
el ements. A switch assenbly connected to the two-dinmensiona
array of detector elenents through row enable |ines
sel ectively enables the detector elenents in response to
control signals.

Claim1 is the only independent claimon appeal, and it
reads as foll ows:

1. A conput ed tonography inmagi ng system which
conpri ses:

a two-di nensional array of detector elenents for
recei ving photons emanating froman x-ray source and produci ng
el ectrical signals proportional thereto, the detector elenents
being | ocated in rows which define an in-slice direction and
the sane detector elenents being |located in colums which
define a slice direction; a digital acquisition system having
a set of pre-anplifiers, one pre-anplifier for each col unm of
the array of detector elenments, and each pre anplifier being
connected to receive the electrical signals produced by the
detector elenents in the pre-anplifier's correspondi ng col um
of the two-di mensional array of detector elenents;

a switch assenbly connected to the two-dinensional array
of detector elenments through row enable |ines and being
operable in response to control signals to selectively enable
the detector elenments in each rowto apply their electrica
signals to their corresponding pre-anplifiers; and
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comput er nmeans for operating the conmputed tonography
i magi ng systemto performa scan conprised of a series of
views in which the swtch assenbly is operated to enable
successive pairs of rows of detector elenents such that the
el ectrical signals from successive pairs of detector elenents
in each colum are sinultaneously applied to the columm's
corresponding pre-anplifier.

The reference relied on by the exam ner is:

Ri bner et al. (Ribner) 5,430, 748 July 4, 1995
(filed Feb 28, 1994)

Claims 1 and 2 stand rejected under 35 U. S.C. 8§ 102(e) as
bei ng antici pated by Ri bner.

Reference is made to the brief and the answer for the
respective positions of the appellants and the exam ner.

OPI NI ON

In the clains on appeal, the switch assenbly is connected
to the two-di nensional array of detector elenents through row
enable lines, and is operable in response to control signals
to selectively enable the detector elenents. In R bner, the
switching control 70 is connected to a switching matrix 60,
and not to the array of detector elenents 14 (Figure 4). The
switching control 70 selectively enables FETs 62, through 62,

inthe switching matrix 60 via control signals T,through T,
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(Figure 7). The switching control 70 never selectively
enabl es any of the detector elenments in the array 14.
In summary, the 35 U.S.C. 8§ 102(e) rejection of clains 1
and 2 is reversed because "Ribner et al . . . does not have .
"row enable lines' that can 'selectively enabl e detector
el enments in one or nore rows' as required by claim1" (Brief,

page 12).

DECI SI ON
The decision of the exam ner rejecting clains 1 and 2

under 35 U. S.C. 8§ 102(e) is reversed.

REVERSED
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